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Mr. Long : especially when, lie is told that the "Re-
port of the Indigo Commission" contains far more
severe strictures upon the indigo planters than any
contained in " Nil Darpun."

It is not surprising that outrages should occur in
Japan, when a case like the following could occur in
the British port of Singapore, in the year 1861 or
62. The master of a British merchant-vessel, at
anchor in that port, saw two Malays approaching his
vessel in a boat, in the daytime. It is not clear what
lie could have apprehended from only two men.
However, he hailed them, and then took a gun and

once passed six months in Singapore, might be tried in Calcutta
for an offence committed in Siam, if given up by the King of
Burmah.

The offences are those for "which he might be committed for
trial in India. Therefore an Arab might be seized and tried in
Bombay for luying a slave in Egypt. Further, a Siamese subject,
who had passed sis months in Singapore, might be sent to the
Court of Singapore for trial for a crime committed in his own
country.

In the former cases, foreign states -would have a right to object
to our thus dealing with their subjects for offences not committed
in o*r territory. In the latter, the tax-payer might object to the
expense of punishing such offenders. The Act does not require
that all such cases shall be tried, but gives the Government the
power to have them tried. It leaves to the good sense of the Exe-
cutive the task of neutralising the extravagance of the Legislature.
"What a wide door for abuse I The act is too wide, both as respects
offences and offenders: the former should be limited to acts held
to be crimes by all nations, the latter to subjects of the British
Crown*